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Table 1- Sugar beet production system/locations evaluated in Khorasan provinces, Iran
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Table 2- Type and weighted average of pesticides used in different sugar beet production systems in Khorasan provinces,
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Fig. 1- The effect of pesticides used in different sugar beet production systems in Khorassan provinces based on EIQ model:
(a) EIQ for used pesticide, (b) The effect of pesticide on farm worker component, (c) The effect of pesticide on consumer and

leaching component, and (d) The effect of pesticide on ecological component
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Fig. 2- The proportion of ecological component (E-FUR), farm worker component (W-FUR), and consumer and leaching
component (CL-FUR) in EIQ-FUR determination in different sugar beet production systems in Khorassan provinces
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Fig. 3- Comparison of EIQ-FUR weighted average for different types of pesticides used in each production system in sugar
beet production in Khorassan provinces
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