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Efficiancy of Application of Salcilic Acid on Induction of Systemic Acquired
Resistance in Host Plant Against Fire Blight in Apple and Pear
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Fig. 1. Comparison of fire blight progress in internodes of apple rootstock MM-111 in
different salicylic acid concentrations
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Fig. 3. Comparison of fire blight progress in internodes of pear cultivar Harrow Sweet
in different salicylic acid concentrations
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variation of pH, the standard errors are Zero)
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