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Tab1- Evaluation of sugar beet cultivars in
amount of root rot disease on a scale of one
Panella, to seven (Altier and Theis, 1995;
1998)
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Feg 1- Comparison of sugar beet genotypes
resistant to P. aphanidermatum on seedling stage

Cou gl
P. aphanidermatum & s Cwylan b5,
slazalS do o 5

LaralS Siabe Sl ey wia ler 50>
bl Ao 5 LA eagsl oy Sl
Sl Gatls s as bl cda B S ebds
2oy el ol s 5 sl (oley
Ol LuS Loy &K e s
Golel @z Sl Lol B dls (5)ls e
(Solem A Slae 5 STl a3l L Laesls
IS8 38 s bl 058 i 4 L g 53
eslia dalls Olgeas Dorotea ()l o3, ()
S ol Sl olew DAl kS
A3 Gl e S s FF 5 VP sl s
Coaslie ils g5 plo & Cand 5 AB S
oS A VINY S AV (Y slacs 5 s oYU
s Sl o A S 3 e 05 S 5
kBl pdome polie o Ol 5 (glad
e 55 oSS 03030 5 Jolo s il as
« Dorotea ¢, > ) Bl Ay aw o |y
SR s s ol w4 eslie dald Olge
S8 s SO 5 YY 5 V8 FY lacs g s S
s g s |y Caslae 31 Sbrys 5 s S
V& FF Loy s b o Sls 05l s a5 XY
Sl o5 5 55 5 Clls (guls pxe GO
Lol SLS s Glad s w53 g ab S 13
LVA Cosil st s 0 238 1%
58S Sl as Ko VY e aals


www.SID.ir

«2iB)3ip 1) slaeigl) Craglis (L)) .0hSes § (b06s aA

P ¥ a5 8 JS2) S 1o
3 A S o Caeslie bl glacs B Olge
> (Dorotea) pslis dals JLiS ;3 VA 355
dals LYY Copl s S s o, s amus

A S5 gl s 55 (VWVY) ol

5 - A A
£ B
4 o c
3 4
2 4
1 4
0
o < g o s w
— &N o ~ - -
- o
- 5
[s]
o i Sl odiad

3020l o 10 (o IS 9229 pus ol LIS (g y )3 asline By s>

(OS5 ¢3903T) Cennl 7Y Jlosisr| e

G 08 juidey alisio (i 9if Cuoglio dun Lo -Y JSCi
HU oS yo P. aphanidermatum &

Fig 3- Comparison of different genotypes of sugar
beet resistance to P. aphanidermatum in mature
plant
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Fig 4- Cluster diagram in sugar beet root rot in
mature plant leaf growth stage of
P. aphanidermatum under greenhouse conditions
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Fig 2- Cluster diagram in sugar beet root rot in
seedling stage caused by P. aphanidermatum under
greenhouse conditions
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Fig 5- Interactions between plant age and severity
of the root rot infection caused by
P. aphanidermatum
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Tab 2- interactions between plant age and

severity of different genotypes to root rot
caused by P. aphanidermatum
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