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Evaluation of sugar beet response to water cut in different growth stages in

Moghan
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* Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level of probablity
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Table 4- Means comparison treatments(Irrigation cut) of quantity and quality of sugar beet
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Sugar(t/ha) Sugar Yield(t/ha) Root Yield(t/ha)
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*Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level of probablity
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