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Table 1 Summary of analysis analysis of variance of data obtained in evaluating of resistance to
Cercospora beticola under field conditions
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** Significant at the 1 %level 2o > Ko Jlass] paw j3 )l gxe 1 FE
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of data obtained in evaluating resistance to Cercospora beticola under
laboratory conditions
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Table 3 The reactions of the sugar beet cultivars to Cercospora leaf spot under field and
laboratory conditions and their grouping
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density (No./cm?) Genotypes
v 111 11 I

7.34 a 6.86 a 7.99 a 6.00 a 3.66 a 191
6.91 ab 541 Db 7.24 ab 6.00 a 3.33 ab Eudora
5.68 cd 5.16 b 7.32 ab 5.49 ab 3.33 ab Monatunna
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6.06 bc 5.16 b 6.41 ¢ 5.00 bc 3.02 bc Rasool
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Table 4 Simple correlation coefficients between field and laboratory methods for evaluating of
resistance to Cercospora beticola
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0.867 0.931 0.805 polee )by 2

4th recording date

Sy Sawd o &) (S

0.923 0.853 0.914 0.832 leaf disk spot density

( No./em® )
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Fig. 2 Dendrogram of cluster analysis for grouping of genotypes based on evaluation of resistance to
Cercospora beticola using leaf disk assay
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Fig. 3 Dendrogram of cluster analysis for grouping of genotypes based on evaluation of resistance to
Cercospora beticola under field conditions in the Ghaemshahr region
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