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Depth ocC Nav Kav Pav pb WP FC FP PH
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(cm) % % (ppm) (ppm)  (gr/cm"3) % % %

0-30 0.78 0.078 325 11 1.48 13 23 41 7.6
30-60 0.70 0.07 305 2.3 1.46 17 32 31 7.7
60-90 0.47 0.047 240 7.8 1.47 12 19 30 7.6
90-120 034 0.024 250 2.8 1.64 17 19 33 7.6
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Table 2 Water consumption, root yield and quality characteristics of deficit
irrigation treatments

Mo 035 ,Shee w85 Slee Impurities* A6 Aoy aduy 3,Sles Spae ol I
S 3 S 3 S )3 o A
WSY SY pls oy s cla bl ¥ SC RY WA Treatment
t/ha t/ha oy ol s % t/ha m’/ha
o-NH2 K Na

3.86 6.60 2.58 6.39 8.33 12.10 55.00 10707 I
4.56 6.26 3.98 7.10 4.84 15.58 40.31 10498 I
3.52 4.80 4.62 7.04 4.78 15.80 30.41 9815 I;
3.34 4.58 4.33 7.18 5.10 16.02 28.64 9185 I,
3.24 4.21 4.72 6.78 3.64 16.25 25.62 8765 Is
242 3.24 4.66 6.84 4.40 16.48 20.10 8554 Is
0.88 1.01 1.12 0.47 1.59 1.59 6.97 -— LSD 5%

* meg/100gr sugar
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Table 3 Correlation coefficients between water used and sugar beet root & quality charactristics

hyae adyy 3 Sles 85 Loy ik el opae ol
Water used Rootyield  Sugar content Na K o-NH2
Water used Lbypas O 1 0.89%* -0.65* 0.61*  -0.12 -0.71%*
Root yield adyy 3,Skee 1 -0.89%* 0.82**  -0.39 -0.91
Sugar content .5 ssp 1 -0.95%*  0.62 0.94**
NA 2o 1 -0.56 -0.95
K oy 1 -0.95%*
o-NH2 o sl 1
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