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Effect of powdery mildew disease on quantity and quality of sugar
beet yield in Kermanshah province

b s g ol Lo pese , | )15 il | (bl sl

SR
Geigij Vo dlaad (daw Sapies (g)lon 31 (WU WBo)d g dulyy 3 Shes I 5o (o sebite 4
BliiloyS )3 VYA Jlus 3 oS5 duw by Js,s81 Liglagl oy 45 Lol JolS glacSsly b o
Sl 313 S 1) 505 486 i 93 53 (oiloww 9 j5SE S W cadgi A8 S 155 duylie 390
Jole il 51 g aiid (ol 9 b 83likl )8 SlasaS (gmailwga I (Sokan (S3gll sl
Nl J S e b 8 (alacaigif ol i @l 28 el Bled lp (Sogl pad e (glew
Tl 35 Ay ) 3,80es o )3 11/0 a3l Cely liom (IS job 4 aiil> (6 5WL Ay 5 Slos
[0 5] cady) 3, 8hes I3l g 391 Ciglite sl by 3, 8Mos (1331 50 (ol J S & e
S s badlie T233P.107 igi 5 U5 43 3 VAV U 7233 BATK quigi 5 U0 45 o
O3] WBas s> 03 siliow (Sjleni ;3 9 391 gliie i B> o 3590 53 gl ol
olbow bl ol 4 Comd 2o jd T/Y 2900 wBuo )0 yla0 7233 P 107 Cuigis 40 oS (gy9b 4y

A1 Hlis ol 380 sais

oliilo S ¢ Shawds JyS o o S (6 ylows 1B i 1S g5 14

E mail : oL loyS syyglisS oliif 3Sy0 ale oln gac -)
Jbasati@Kermanshah.agri-jahad.ir

Jlgal Ol 4& dogdh ol&als -V

olailoyS sHiyslasSoler lojlw el ) Soyode — ¥

g)S - L)y ol id dwwie ede a5 gae -



J_l._“",‘).L_iJL‘? rbw Saaw ) Laa )}_S;L?

Cunl 013 (515 0390 S 53 (30 dgu> 3 )Sles
pB,l cuwis” I > (Asher and Williams 1992)
2905 2oy Vo b Jpanme &)l dS5 0l 3 ol
» (Lewellen and Schrandt 2001) cewl oss
(elo 3550) sl bl J1 U8 splony JyuS eSS
ol oyd oy gl U adyy 0,Sles Lili8l el
(Asher 1995) .ol
olithe 5 bSEB bwg il o
Dewar and Asher 2001)>4i 0 JyuS 3,565
Solow sl J,u8 4ly (Dewar et al. 2000;
o S35 e ol y52d5 b (silimms oo s
(Asher 1987; Asher and cuwl cueal gl
wld plil olpl a8 Slidss Williams 1992)
o gy 03y alol @ clbew )b dw o5 0l LS
las ialidl el low @Me Gdgl yoob L L
Ohlen 5 (blu) 358 (o0 20> i (a0 & 4y
ey QLS > (ibpw b S pbsl (VTVA
5,80as il noys cude il el gylew

S pbl (Dewar and Asher 1998) 1,,5 4y,

5 Glew e gl Horb e 4 (Shpw b
4 9l e Mosme & e 0 san (B
Cunl 00l Aoy dwp Sy maw dop Ve b
3 W, cdbl (Cicceo and Curtis 1997)

S om b Hb SO &S oh s clisle)] wls

5 09 Fpo s (Sl oM gl jo b

98

HEPRY

ABpsr Gpe b ol Sabe Glen
o1d ()5 ol o) aie sble plos o "LyyE
2B les Jole .(WYAY S5 saas]) coul
sb Erysiphe beta(Vanha) (Weltzien 1963)
& (Kt 53b5 2 B glen degi 5 03 )
@3 Jlo Gl 5 4838 Jlo Gl ) Candyg
oo il 5 2o 13 Jlo fianj 5185 (5,5
4 g oad goyd g5 (Sogll il it g S an
(Asher 1987; Whiteny 5 o e oo
1987; Asher and Williams 1991; Asher
olj 4> ,» 1992; Asher and Dewar 2001)
28kae dl adly iy (Sogll @b g og; (Sl
u_?a,ﬂ (Asher 1979) s salgs iy S 5 did
Jgmame bl jiall cel Joad ol
0l 535 0 dod Ve U el ials ol g ead
» (Asher 2002),s1 (Asher 1996) cul
Al lew @M ST a8 o ol e
2 £l 2o p> Y 3905 39 ls olo 31,0) s
clacuss ) oSl b wlodgll (oloyg pes) ol b
Canla b5 & pl 5 Canl a8 (Sl (55
oo | ploz (LS yieS

O i 29l ddyy 5,Slee ialS 1S el p
Cal 0130,8 )55 ylew opl B S
5,8des idlS 50 Loyl > (Ruppel et al. 1974)

bugo &8 Syl o dw d9asls iy,



I g, 9 dlge
T By s Ve ool (ilejl oyl
b gt inleil o (ol JalS slacS'sh
Cabdmle Slaass ol ;0 WAL Jlo )0 )10 aw
9 2 ol ple b bl MBS 13 ) )5

G (e Ve)lacwigy g gl Jalo plois 4 aw

(V Jgie) o d)S Jlas )3 pg> Jale lgie

YYAY /Y oyl /N s/ ublh) s

4 1Sy paw o9l B, (Hill et al. 1995)
lp JS 65 g (b oy 203 B0 90>
(Paulusie 1975) .5 )6 (¢ low
Sl i o sgale & G
LBy lise (bewis) gy p e S

S g oS <l gy g len U Cizmen

5 plool oliile,S” ddlaie ) Jguae

Table 1 Sugar beet genotypes used in the experiment
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Jloss o)loss VYVY 09,5 by
Treat No. Genotypes of group 7233
1 23098-7233BULK
2 7233-P.3
3 7233-P.12
4 7233-P.107

5 7233-D

Ji b el o ptalef] il e e

e lesl ) (S e K305 a8 ) 5
3y90 so3eS 5 plol Jgere 325 (g0 s5le
Yoo Jlie) w38 Gpae SBoaps ey
aio 3 ot S oS ¥or g gl Cliud p Sl
2 oxd Ll ool (39 (ol yolis sl anogs ol
sl 03y WB)ati = il —puS )b (] ore
Sile aoxy Cug 9l ooliully cllS eyt

Ioagdie omd Vg &8 plis

WEFY 055 Ghawisly VWYY 055 slacasss
95> VYYY 093 ey suin Cuwl oad oolawl
he Shde Glaw 4 g we )by pB)
095 bowy 8 Jb p will o peles
law Sadw gHlen 4 Cwglio 51 >skaw VFFYY
s (6 yidiy Cooglio VFFYY Cuigif .aiiib o Iy )
cbla) cwl ooy plis 35 ) bowgy Ak 4

(YAY (blay 5 oMY G ¥V ) Kang



plos slyp (Wang et  al

J_l._“",‘).k_iJL‘? rbw Saaw ) Laa PL;

595 035l 291> deyje > (Sl pSlis 15 s
derg) el loj 48 ol 3] (cilbow 3T 51 g
wal 5 0nd (bbaw (sbaless g9y p da0m0 (Sl
Uz d90s bjled cpl o ‘_53911 oaali g WS
520 s Sogll (a3l e ol 4l g cn
dgd WAL [¥/Ye 2l 0 ol cbbpw ol
&b e e S Gl ol lx
pLul WWA/A/A Zo,l 53 pow (aibow g VWAL/F/Y-
b lon ws Sy slp mle pld b
Sz @M gl jorb ololyy (il o1l
Bl?d)&olf@]a.ooi‘}g&laﬂ ool 53 g 0Md Aoy
olile S ddlain ‘_539]7 Eopd guyl sl 03,5
Ao g 03g ol plun b wodpl o "lagis
adn 8l o 5] oledldye LL U 55 Sl
Sabur & Sl s (A/0/70) olodldye e

4 JJ.)}{ oWl L;ww &S u.:lh)l.ou Jr ‘_;><Ja.w

Gy b pcashanl loj cpl 43 g oduw) 395 Sl

(FJpse) 45 ol (Saghl asls

1995) 4, San 5

(Y Jsin) 03)5 cpnd ool

100

Jol 3 4oy lum oad apogi @55l 2655 e 0
o3y SB pj & pod 5 oy b g Sy (e
2Byl 5 sl Sl 51 odlitull, cuiS bghs .
2o 5l odlizal b g 4 ply ivlej] > eSS 5
i dw )0 p8) 2 00,5 CulS wd 4ddy SO
sl 5+ bghas dlols 5 03, CuiS 5 ta Cuin
wd)S a5 5> piaiile Vo dgde b (g5 &5 alols
bl g 1wl o g b aw Gialejl lves,S oy
A S s ) andle plgie 4 e dw g Gl
plos sguan 539l bl b oloys pgd aiam o
o3gll (sloS (55 | ygpesl 1b 2yl ol
Goglaszr e ALl Ml oSl ()00 )akier 4o )5
B s IV 5SyLS Jploea 3y it
S5y 2 EoFige o o3kl b g ((gmiliwge)
03l b b eandly (bl ol 500 sla e
S Canlbe & bjles ilon @M oyl
VO e & SIS g 1 odlatol bowis )3
S9) 2 S Slaibew g oad S olSay )
b b plsl )b S gy 00 s alold 4 lajles ()l
2 eyles ol o) 2 Sogl e il b 4



101

YYAY /Y oyl /N s/ ublh) s

o3l 2ol (Sogl 0y05 il = ¥ Jyio
Table 2 Correspondance of scores with percent infection
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Infection percent Infection score
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65.1-85 6
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Table 3 Mean squares of root yield, sugar content, yield, a-N, Na and K in sugar beet

Sl @lie ellany a0 Slee A Aoy Cuyd pogls <)l oo ol
S.0.V df RY SC Yield o-N Na K
b 1 1663.7** 0.95 0.025 0.212 0.87 0.18

Treatment
o5 9 411.4%* 5.07 14.17%* 5.74 0.41%* 0.55*
Variety
o3y (b 9 78 2.32 7.72% 4.44 0.33 0.055
T*V
s 38 60.83 2.23 3.65 2.21 0.17 0.13
Error

dopd gy 9 S gaw 3 (e c 5 4T

**and * significant at the 1% and 5% level respectively.
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Table 4 Root yield and sugar content in treated and untreated genotypes of sugar beet

(203) (S35l pasla a8 2 > ads) 0 b sy olod
Severity index (%) SC RY(t/ha) Genotypes No.
Jst S g S g Jsst S g Jst

Treated | Untreated | Untreated | Treated | Untreated | Treated

6 58 21.75 22.11 51.4 51.9 23098-7233BULK 1

7 59 18.18 19.06 50.4 66.7 7233-P3 2

7 66.4 21.16 21.81 41.5 42.9 7233-P.12 3

7 62 18.98 21.18 55.7 75.4 7233-P.107 4

7 61.4 20.05 20.88 64.6 82.7 7233-D 5

5 31.2 19.44 20.51 55.6 59.6 14442 6

6 34.5 19.69 20.63 56.3 61.9 10429-12965-1-.20 7

5 36.2 18.56 20.85 54.9 71.3 14442-12965-11-P.8 8

6 38.8 20.12 20.28 51.8 64.5 14488-12965-1.P.4 9

5 355 19.56 20.20 51 61.5 10416-12965-1-P.2 10
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Table 5 Rate of purity, 0-N, Na and K in treated and untreated genotypes of sugar beet

Sl pasls el ko &l Jlazl 0 55 o)lesd

Severity index K* Na* N* Yeild Genotype No.
N N Jss b IS o | Jast N BN I e st
Treated Untreated Untreated Treated Untreated Treated Untreated Treated Untreated Treated

6 58 5.38 5.45 1.88 1.5 5.47 4.74 87.83 88.39 23098-7233BULK 1
7 59 5.73 5.56 2.14 1.98 8.51 6.17 81.88 84.88 7233-P.3 2
7 66.4 6.04 6.12 1.43 1.82 6.69 8.32 86.15 85.12 7233-P.12 3
7 62 5.79 6 2.37 2.47 9.9 6.75 81.80 84.62 7233-P.107 4
7 61.4 5.57 5.42 2.02 2.15 7.34 8.3 85.55 84.51 7233-D 5
5 31.2 5.98 5.66 1.74 2.13 7.65 7.49 83.83 84.89 14442 6
6 345 5.64 5.28 2.09 1.7 6.43 6.28 85.02 86.88 10429-12965-1-.20 7
5 36.2 533 533 1.73 2.77 6.02 6.82 87.06 83.06 14442-12965-11-P.8 8
6 38.8 5.96 5.79 1.79 2.38 8.48 7.92 83.73 84.09 14488-12965-1.P .4 9
5 35.5 6.38 6.1 1.99 2.7 8.34 5.84 81.93 84.41 10416-12965-1-P.2 10

*_Based on m/eq/100g sugar
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