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Jlo o (ol BB) a5 al3bas 3 Shos

Olgoyd 5 4l plals cus I Job mbs
oo > a4 byl als” a8 ob lis pes Jlo jo
Cores Lials cel (Wald) a8 Jge cuss
(7 J9i2) 800,85 a8 jiie s Wkad )Y g 055
WAV, WAV (clo o b aB e Jlsie cuiS
Capd el i ) Gl |y kel S35 5 055 Cume
5 Oy bS] Jlag ol Ll 4yl Cumes 4
dop MY L Jlgie Jlo g5 L Sirola J>ys
@ Cud 1) Camer G (lie Gyt (S
P gled ool a9 ol (L Al Cuxes
Jlo 93 (b (g8g) amy o8y 93 CulS lalas
Jlo 93 (Jlo 93 (b Jo)3 68 9> S puiS 56
L paS— Nemex asu,s iS5 — &5 il
v i g 055 Caman Gl ) 1y o i
Jbo s bl ajmoi s ernaisly Wl pgo
Camez g Jto 1gi)sSBias o ol tulejl oo
5 (V Joaa) 250 e bopd &y aw )3 (2l
ololyy ilisea slagles RE o Pf il dumlic
ool oS 313 s Joyd gy paw 3 LSD 05
Koy A8 e 4 bylas alS R 4 PP
(Y Jgi) 48,5 )1, 09,5
b Jle 5 w8 il S b les
WYY o3, b ailejl oS als il

5 S ool 318 Jlo 9o (b iilojl oS

¥

5 o AP e Comer e Ca
& g0 Iaoee AY Lo 5 ols cusl 5l
Mg 5 w59 Came )led g aluns (gjluli
buogle mandi b g 20,5 ploxil oad 5 (hy) 3o
O 2]l 9 055 adgl Coaner bawgio 4y 450 e
g dmbre (REJie 2y o8 )5 0 > 9
Slod 2l Camer R Ao b g Cuner 38l
y o 4y 5SSl ) Cones &
RTINS FR T DN
5435 dgulo [ ()

ABjhee ((SSPeid Sy I om
aiyy >Sle’ (WAT) bl Jlo sl
gloady, 4l5 oy peluly pulgl glacs
0,5 dwloee wllas jslay Sy > ol Cudldy
Logy PSS ¥ e oS o st
bl olas g 4 pdlejl @8 a5l a0k
oBivlosl 4 slessl Gl L g Sl ablis
23,5 Jlo)|

3o RE g Pf 5l osel coaws 4 glaodls
@ bgye clbodly 5 (WAY) Lislejl pgd JUo oL
5,Skae (SC)ABUAB 1oy (RY )iy, ,Slac
e &3 (K)palty (N2)mpdes (SY) pallsbnss
cops AWSCO)uawdd  swop (No3-a)
(WSY) biwois 3k o (Yield) Jlaoriad
SAS 18l py 5l osliel b \YAY Lo, 8,45
33,5 )58 (ylel S 5 4352 3,0

2 8l Dl caner lesl pg> Jo 3
Syl Cumer lgie 4 WAY Jlo ilises sl jlos
4,8 ey (wyass) WWAY Jle cuis jo wles



)

Jlascisl B 4 2JBbad 5,Slee L VWWAY Lo
4 bl opl 05,5 o sdalie WWAY Jlo ;5 (duaw)
L &S cal o103, &1yl o)l OYolee g0
» (Wards et al. 1985) lwg i pbxl wldllas
ejie e Slod g eejoa Jpae
G baye Jao & Conl S @ p3Y aSL o Guaio
5 Sl Glow dab g5 ) e sl Slos
Cumo & Jpazo 3)Slos blijl jolate 4 Jio
Jie cpl g @gy0 8 4 (Pi) cusls 51 8wl
bewww plo gy & o) spbdlas] kile
9 (Jones et al. 1967 and 1978) cuwl ,55ls
o gdiss ) edlatul lp b cus Sl
.(Jones and perry 1978) x4 .5 Heterodera
Ol38l e 08d oo odmlie SYalre (il 4
JB) wdw B aSlee b wled adsl Cuzen
G bl Galslas & cuus (el
AB deoyd ydy halS cle 4 &S Al a8y
Gl B AL 1ol s ke
Bl adbe WAY e [ Sl adel Cuxes
o> o g g w3 sl 1 cumer I
rae Ol g ol mae el ada; sy QU
il rals b L8 as ) colpd jd g iuliel ddy
(Y Jgi2)
e & Jlasewl hB 48 5 Slas oy iy
iy bS] et o 99 5les 4 LS jo o5 0/+4
L oS cusl sl Sirola o8, Jo3 4 Vo¥ o8,
By Jge cts g Gl Jlo 9 slales

(Y Joda) oy olis jly e cgles (aald)

WAD /Y oylods IVY als /i3 s

Oled 355 odomis alizee (gl jlog Jpaze CuisS
Olie yeS sl uSate ¥ Jgda )3 45 458
Sgte <SSl 93 Jlogd @ bgiye adyy 5Sles
Ol cpyidar 5 5t 3 o5 WW/AY L wiBjaie
Jo g @y bUBI Jlas & bgrpe ady) 5 Sles
Dy s 5 ¥+ L Sirola

CuiS 65l &S ol i s e @l o)
Cores LialS agdle Sirola o5 5 &yd bS]
3 ,8as uliel teel AYAY Jlop sl ol
WAY Jlo > (Juascw! JB) siw o SallBLAE
9,5

5 AL adlao ) wlyy 5 Sles (YL
olSa 50 Ve polie b iy d dibw 08 5 )Sles
BMa] jlows @ ,iSa o o5 /% 5 aoyd VA4
slyles b oas cusly sl Sirola Jo3 5 cyd
&y g 28,05 pylie CuiS 5 )t — 4]
by e glds Moy

2y glaeabl g gme ©olis
rae Ol g prolie e Jio adllas 3)50 sbajlogs
RRARNEA

2o )WVIFD Jlade 4 Ll dopd oy yiida
& Nemex asy g — Carlos asuyi gl 4
polie cutS g aBytie il slayles b &S il
Sy Loy pime glds o pd gy prdawes j3 A8 s

Wy ogls 4 Juasil cops op YL
4 dgs by ye Ao yd AN Hlade & Wi juian 4 pAS
Pime Gglds Abyuiin pglie S oy b Laid
(Y Jasa)als olis

ig 3 5 sl Camon bl o S 55

P SEpS o d abiie Sl Sled ped G






Table 2 Analysis of variance of quantitative and qualitative properties of sugar beet in 2004 and Pf and Rf in 2003 in different treatments

in Semirom- Esfahan c;;_
Slaypo (1Silo &oljl 4y Oy oo .o
MS df ANOVA ‘Er
diosiaySlas Jlasil cps ke A5 Aoy e ) ~ s AL s Slas RTERW adyy aSles e adgiyssh Ll Caman E
WSY Yeild WSC No3-a Ka Na SY SC RY Rf Pf 3
&
C.
2
3 S5 2
1.40 34.47* 0.49 0.46 13.74%*% 0.09 1.55 2.61 60.40 0.26 0.03 Rep CE
7 o ‘,;
4.45%%* 17.42 5.23%* 0.45 1.83 0.8 5.22%* 3.50 122.33** 1.24** 2.4%* Treatment :fu_\
21 oLzl
0.87 11.51 2.12 0.94 2.05 0.25 0.97 1.77 26.54 0.35 0.18 Error

* and ** Significant at the %5 and %1 level respectively
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Table 3 Comparison of means of quantitative and qualitative properties of sugar beet in 2004 and Pf , Rf in 2003 in different treatments
in Semirom-Esfahan

8 Sloe s Mo B2y o o s - whSle  aBaop  abShe St il coes os
WSYusiw  Purity Jlas WSC No3-a Ka Na SY 2l SC RY Rf Pf Treatment
t/ha % % meq/100 gr sugar t/ha % t/ha — Eggs and
an
juveniles-
per gr soil
5.09 89.53 17.03 3.14 4.65 1.00 5.69 19.01 30 0.10 0.47 1
4.96 88.12 16.61 3.35 5.26 1.19 5.63 18.85 29.91 0.42 0.45 2
4.44 90.14 17.16 3.09 3.98 1.05 4.87 18.88 25.75 0.74 1.56 3
4.01 88.70 16.25 3.40 4.63 1.29 4.52 18.31 24.69 0.75 2.75 4 é
[>4
4.12 90.07 17.16 3.16 4.53 0.95 4.53 19.05 23.90 0.37 0.35 5 3/
3.97 90.07 17.45 2.61 4.64 1.13 4.39 19.38 22.69 0.25 0.81 6 3
3.02 88.15 14.95 2.96 4.89 1.12 3.44 17 20.37 0.60 3.88 7 E
3
1.87 84.13 14.31 3.76 6.28 1.36 222 17 12.81 7.34 10.36 8(check) %

1.371 4.990 2.142 1.426 2.098 0.368 1.448 1.959 7.577 0.873 0.627 LSD 5%
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Fig.1 Relationship between initial population of eggs and second stage juveniles of sugarbeet cyst

nematod and sugar and white sugar yield in 2004
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during 2001-2004
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