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Table 1 - Comparison of disease severity of sugar beet cultivars in Ghaemshahr
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Fig. 1. Cluster analysis of disease severity of sugar beet cultivars using UPGMA method in Ghaemshahr
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Table 2 - Quality and quantity characters of sugar beet cultivars and their statistical comparison in Dezfoul
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Fig. 2 . Cluster analysis of disease severity of sugar beet cultivars using UPGMA method in Dezful
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Fig. 3 . Cluster analysis of white sugar yield of sugar beet cultivars using UPGMA method in Dezfoul
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Evaluation of commercial sugar beet cultivars for resistance to

Cercospora leaf spot under field condition
S. B. Mahmoudi °, H. Sharifi ** and Sh. Khodadadi =
Abstract

Resistance of 16 sugar beet cultivars to Cercospora leaf spot was evaluated in
Ghaemshahr region. The experiment was conducted in a complete block design with six
replications and disease severity of cultivars was measured two times. As a winter crop the root
yield of cultivars and their disease severity compared under natural Cercospora infection in
Dezfoul area in a complete block design with four replications. Reaction of sugar beet cultivars
to Cercospora leaf spot was similar in Ghaemshahr and Dezfoul. The most resistant and
susceptible cultivars to Cercospora leaf spot were Palma and 191, respectively. The cultivars
Palma, Canaria, 4K21 and HI0152 produced highest sugar yield in Dezfoul area and showed
highest resistance to the disease in two regions. The lowest amount of sugar was produced by
genotypes 191 and BR1. It seems that for introducing appropriate cultivars to the region, yield

and resistance of the disease under stress condition should be considered.

Key words: Cercospora leaf spot, Resistant cultivars, Sugar beet, Winter crop
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