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Table 5.Mean numbers of millet stemborer larvae, percentage stem infestation per plot and grain yield of bored and unbored millet

plants at harvest (95 DAP ) in monocropped millet and different intercrop systems at Samaru, Nigeria,1999

Mean grain yield (kg/ha)

Stem Actual
Total number infestation ~ Mean number Bored Unbored millet grain
Cropping system of stems sampled (%)* of larvae® stems stems yield (kg/ha)
Millet monocrop 300 (17.1)24.4 (2.8)8.1 4216.67 5128.78 5048.15
Millet —sorghum 300 (11.9)20.2 (2.1)5.3 3503.33 3837.67 3821.85
Millet —groundnut 300 (16.3)23.8 (3.4)13.8 3841.85 4055.67 4048.15
Millet —cowpea 300 (17.6)24.8 (3.3)11.1 3801.85 4022.85 3870.00
Mean (15.6) (2.9) 3840.93 4261.24 4197.04
SE(%) (2.8) (0.8) 633.69 183.99 177.04
LSD(P <0.05,df=3,6) NS NS NS 450.22 433.21
CV(%) (31.1) (44.9) 28.6 4.5 7.3
NS,non-significant.
'Figures in parenthesis are arcsine ./percentage — transformed values.
’Figures in parenthesis are square root-transformed values.
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Table 1.Typellltests of fixed effects of genotype, year, and production environment(high tunnel
and open field) on the powdery mildew ratings of fully expanded leaves of wild and cultivated
strawberry accessions in Balm, FL, in 2010-11and 2012-13.

Effect Numerator df Denominator df F Value Pr > F
Genotype(G) 31 354 4.67 <0.0001
Year(Y) 1 12 0.00 0.9982
Environment(E) 1 12 0.00 0.9881
YxG 29 354 2.04 0.0015
GxE 31 354 1.01 0.4529
Y xE 1 12 0.00 0.9948
YXEXG 29 354 0.84 0.7136
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