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Fig.1 The pattern of LAI changes in different sugar beet densities during the growth period.
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Fig.2 Pattern of LAI changes in different nitrogen levels during the growth period
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Table 2 Mean comparison for LAI and total top dry weight in main, secondary and interaction

of treatments at last harvest.

pldsl b ool S abw s ld
(kg/mz)_r:l oa leaf area index cha rstics O Ldw

total top dry weight treatment y Lo 5

plant density S| 5

0.7303 a 2.555a D; = 80000
0.7789 a 2.750 a D, = 100000
0.7728 a 2752 a D; = 120000
nitrogen (g5 yoo L
levels
0.6844 a 2.547 a No = 100
0.7909 a 2.679 a N; = 200
0.8067 a 2.831a N, = 300
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interaction  density &nitrogen

0.5097 b 1.911b D;NO
0.8921 a 2.810 ab D1N1
0.7891 ab 2.943 ab DN,
0.7224 ab 2.605 ab DyNp
0.7458 ab 2.767 ab D,N;
0.8687 a 2.880 ab D)N»
0.8212 ab 3.124 a D3N()
0.7349 ab 2.462 ab D3N,

0.7622 ab 2.669 ab D3Ny
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Table 3 correlation between leaf area index & light intercepted with different sugar beet organs
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)8 e
‘} | 0 ,))_§ * * sk ok *
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Fig.3 Light intercepted by the canopy versus leaf area index
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Fig. 4 Pattern of total top dry weight changes at different sugar beet plant densities
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