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Evaluation of relative resistance in some selected sugar beet genotypes to

Rhizoctonia root and crown rot
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Table 1. Characteristics of Rhizoctonia isolates classified on the basis of disease seventy mndex

afdr & jlads e S pelT oy £ o) (BT Das el
Isolate number Source Anagtomosis group  Disease severily index (0-7)
52 Root iy AG-2-2 6.417 A
M Seedling  wmalf AG4 5.62 Al3
36-2 Root P AG-2-2 4733 AB
33 Root oy AG-2-2 4.533 AR
51 Root b AG-2-2 4.0 AR
KA Seedlmg  amelE AG-4 3.533 AB
a0 Seedling el AGHA 2.467 BC
Controt 0 - C
ol balss S et 3 Resolany AG-22 55 msn S a1 i Sl el

P a})_ng gL«)—M'LfJ)J.LS).L.::_- alo ;..L:wﬁ
s (Rush et al.. 1994. Herr. 1996; Rother, 1999)
d..i.q.}_)i‘...;ju C,_lb)nira..ﬁdu.:r}u.a (.G)l )\ ostazat
5307 ptus 2alS 55 f e e DL
b glaws { Panelia and Ruppel. 1996) L.l

. - & = as b
e b e e e Sl o gtlas D glas b
T S PO L e
e e izt ey ol 2 sy e o7 Jalss s
Bl Y-Y 4 % P ;5)}“_}:*”1""’ n}}? FERY] g}Lﬂ.laﬁf;\’.._\‘(JnI(Ti’.‘H‘

r‘.l_s\ e 8 NS \_SJL'lJJI Ls._t_‘lj_)‘g_a._d C_J)-.l_; J_E.l

04

;)thuﬁﬁ.;,ij;.gwdmaw(r Jads)

Sl S =l 02 s

Gl o glize (0F o jla Glds) R solani AG-2-2

ONVYY LS5 s L F-20315 o 95 &S o0k 4

el o il el BT S ot 1YY L e

.;xc,uuﬂla;ﬁwu}g)glj;suowf,sj_f:_uj
Soxy § g bS

PP I YIS TSy SR



S S ) G g e glin b

- . & T = T . L . o e “ b .
s eSS e (S ke 40T S5 dT 0l 5 (b 2ygn L i (gl i8] Dileadede - Y

Table 2. Characteristics of sugar beet genotypes and disease severity index of them to Rhizoctonia root rot
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