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Effects of different methanol spraying levels on yield and quantitative traits in

sugar beet (Beta Vulgaris L.)
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Tablel. Analysis of variance for qualitative and quantitative traits in sugar beet

J.:\é,ﬁ.‘z ;,g.l..r— e .
o 4> ’,glm‘—& :J;ilﬂ-‘ sy Jlasal ’Jil-“-‘ i Kb e 5 N uu.,:u
Sl 157 20 7 hi hi Mol e ™~ o pn
[CXOAY) 200 Yieldof  Yield Sugar White Sugar white O potassium  Sodium  Amino
(DH content sugar . sugar sugar .
root of leaf yield . nitrogen
content yield
(Block) ¢S5k 2 830.7*%* 106.5**  0.25ns  0.812ns 16.26**  6.95**  0.161lns  0.069ns  3.0lns  1.20Ins
J 5 187.4** ~54.18**  031ns  0.534ns  4.68**  2.12**  (.16ns 0.142ns  0.45ns  0.666ns
(Methanol)
o5 sl
- 10 25.53 11.102 0.401 0.582 0.279 0.288 0.094 0.24 0.316 0.405
(Error)
(Z)CV. 6.11 7.2 42 7.2 4.26 6.22 7.82 7.16 12.45 19.23

.M,:ai;_Ju}lck..ﬂ):)bu;u,)\;g;uxb%;@s:e,«“ns

ns , **:Non-significant and significant at 1% levels of probability , respectively
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Table2. Mean comparison of methanol spraying on qualitative and quantitative traits in sugar beet

S o Shes s Sles RN 6 S S Slas S Slas ook ez ponw o pinlsis
Treatment Qa5 GBS, ) ) Ddasel (S35 5555 ki Molasses(d) Sk ST oVis ST k)
Yield of root Yield Sugar White sugar Sugar (S sugar AR AERTN D e SIS
of leaf content content yield White e S Ak e S (UEaira,
sugar (A8 iz [EECPNEEEY Amino
yield Potassium Sodium nitrogen
control asls 70.54¢ 40.2b 14.76a 10.26a 10.37ab 7.195b 3.92a 6.66a 4.74a 3.14a
7% 83.8ab 45.03ab 15.28a 10.94a 12.74ab 9.072a 3.75a 7.06a 3.9a 3.06a
14% 89.3ab 47.37ab 14.91a 10.41a 13.3a 9.28a 3.9a 6.71a 3.75a 3.57a
21% 92.3a 53.03a 14.85a 9.95a 13.72a 9.206a 4.3a 7.2a 5.06a 4.15a
28% 81.89abc 44.05b 15.53a 11.04a 12.7ab 9.021a 3.88a 6.94a 4.47a 2.97a
35% 77.73bc 46.82ab 14.71a 10.32a 11.44bc  8.022ab 3.79a 6.82a 4.33a 2.94a
Lsd (0.01) 13.077 8.62 1.63 1.97 1.36 1.39 0.79 1.28 1.45 1.64

REIYA o 3 )3 gma Vet pde (5 odims OLES bt U3

Mean with the same letters in each column don’t have significant differences at the 1% probability level
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