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Figure 1- Effects of different rootstocks on mean yield of Cucumis sativus cv. Super Dominus fruit
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Table 1- Analysis of variance for effect of rootstock and grafting methods on yield and morphological characteristics of

Cucumis sativus cv. Super

Dominus plant
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ns: Non significant, * and **: significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 2- Mean comparison of effect of rootstock and grafting method on yield and morphophysiological characteristics of
Cucumis sativus cv. Super Dominus plant
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Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level (Duncan's test)
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Table 3- Analysis of variance for effect of rootstock and grafting methods on physiological characteristics and nutrient
elements of Cucumis sativus cv. Super Dominus plant
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Figure 2- Effect of grafting methods on mean leaf area of Cucumis sativus cv. Super Dominus
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