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Sugarbeet Mixture of Mixture of Sugarbeet
Corn&Mustard ~ Corn&Mustard (Sirola))
(Sirola)

2 RVCIRVES Rivona J», Torpedo Js,5 RVJRTES
Sugarbeet Mustard (Rivona) Mustard (Torpedo) Sugarbeet

3 RVEJELES &) pAS KWV
Sugarbeet Corn Wheat Sugarbeet

4 EVJRVESS Nemex a5 puS RVCJRVEN
Sugarbeet Oilradish (Nemex) Wheat Sugarbeet
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Sugarbeet Lathyrus sp. Wheat Sugarbeet

6 REIRIEN Carlosax s NemexX ax RVJRLEN
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7 )i ol ol i
Sugarbeet Fallow Fallow Sugarbeet

8 M)Az B )ik M8y A3 )ik
Sugarbeet Sugarbeet Sugarbeet Sugarbeet
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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 @lilas Oy polio K
MS df ANOVA ‘Er
disBaySlos Jlasil cps ke 45 Aoy JUN oy s AL s Slas RTERW adyy aSles e adgiyssh Ll Camen E
WSY Yeild WSC No3-a Ka Na SY SC RY Rf Pf &
&
C.
I
3 S5 )
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 B 2oy e O el - whSle  aBaop abShe S ugesh il Comes ot
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 7.5717 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

SA

Py psels i Jw g b Sirola Ja )3 g <yd
gl Comer 4 Cond ABpuie Gl SlS Cumex

o J)S.L;.c OI},,A Ly)w)u)‘,o.uw.ca9c,wb



54

WAD /Y o)los IVY als /5 j0iin

12

SBpS 2 5 pod oy iy 5 05T Cupmex
Ponulation of eges and 2™ Js per er soil
o

0f -

——————————————— —a—1r-3

—o0—1tr-1

—a—tr-2

——tr-4

—x—1tr-5

—e—1tr-6

—t1tr-7

2001 2002

(Year) Ju

2003 2004

WAL SAYAY ol Lo > 38 jniss s Slad pod (yw 3jgi 9 050 Cames Sl s ¥ JSUS

Fig.2 Variation of eggs and second stage juveniles populations of sugarbeet cyst nematode

during 2001-2004
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